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BOOK REVIEWS. 



Die Chronologie der altchristlichen Litteratur bis Eusebius. Von Adolf 
Harnack. Erster Band. Die Chronologie der Litteratur bis Irenaus 
Leipsic : J. C. Hinrichs. 1897. 

There is a decided reaction spreading among the laborers of religious text- 
criticism, — a reaction not in a bad sense, but in the sense of becoming less suspi- 
cious and unfair toward books and traditions. The period of criticism began with 
doubt, and the doubt of the critics was carried to an extreme which practically left 
nothing that was genuine and reliable. Baur and his school set the example, and 
even now the habit of denying the authenticity of every book which is not estab- 
lished beyond the least shadow of a doubt is still the bon ton among scholars and 
critics. Excavations and a deeper study tend to modify this attitude : they do not 
prove that the various documents we possess are products of fraud, but show on 
the contrary that they contain ingredients of a much higher age than could be anti- 
cipated. In reality there is more faithful tradition, i. e. , a careful preservation and 
a handing down of historical materials in their original form than was ever allowed 
even by uncritical minds. Professor Harnack, a man known as a fearless investi- 
gator, sounds the bugle of retreat and does not hesitate to call it by the right name, 
eine rilckldufige Bewegung zur Tradition (p. x). Harnack does not exaggerate 
when he says that " the oldest literature of the Church in its literary and historical 
aspect is in all main points and in most of its details truthful and reliable" (p. viii). 
' ' In the whole New Testament there is probably one single document only which 
is pseudonym in the strict sense of the term, viz. , the Second Epistle of Peter, and 
leaving out some gnostic impositions, the number of pseudonym ecclesiastical writ- 
ings till Irena^us is very limited. . . . Further, the interpolations (as, for instance, 
in the Pastoral Epistles) are quite harmless, somewhat after the manner of the in- 
terpolations in our hymn-books and catechisms of to-day. The Christian sybilline 
frauds belong to the latter part of the third century." 

This reactionary movement, however, does not denote either a reaction or a 
reversion of science. Quite the contrary. Science, viz., the critical investigations 
of the historical documents of early Christianity, can make firmer steps since cer- 
tain facts are better established, and can show doubtful facts in definite connexions 
and explain their anomalous features. 
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Harnack's work is of fundamental importance in ecclesiastical history ; it is at 
once exhaustive and handy and condenses an enormous amount of material within 
the space of 732 pages. 

The first book of Introductory Investigation is devoted to Eusebius's chronol- 
ogy, and considerable space is allowed the ancient lists of bishops. Of general in- 
terest and quite convincing are Harnack's arguments in favor of fixing Paul's con- 
version in the year 30, the Apostolic Council in 47, Paul's captivity on Easter 54, 
and the death of Peter and Paul in 64. The time of the Acts would terminate with 
59 and withal the duodecennial sojourn of the apostles at Jerusalem between 30 
and 42 can be retained as historical without coming in conflict with the chronology 
of the Acts. Thus all the important letters of Paul would have to be dated before 
the year 59, and those of the Pastoral letters which are genuine between 69 and 64. 
The date of the Revelation of St. John the Divine is fixed in the last years of the 
Emperor Domitian (93-96), and the Acts must have been written sometime after 
the year 80, but not later than about the time of the persecution under Domitian. 

In a similar way the post-apostolic writings are dated, among them the spuri- 
ous writings of St. Peter (two letters, the Apocalypse, the Kerygma and the Gospel), 
the spurious Pastoral letters, the Epistle of James. We must abstain from entering 
into details, because the questions of chronology are a net-work where we cannot 
lift out one without feeling obliged to refer to all the others. 

In conclusion we would only call attention to Professor Harnack's startling 
view which is here reasserted, that the Gospel of the Egyptians was for a long time 
the sole Gospel that was officially used in Egypt and must be recognised as an in- 
dependent version by the side of the canonical Luke and Matthew ; and it was in- 
troduced into other Gentile churches. At any rate it was, according to Clement, 
used in the churches of Rome and regarded as canonical by Soter, a Roman bishop. 
It will be remembered that Resch differs from Harnack most emphatically. Resch 
denies that the Gospel of the Egyptians was ever recognised in the Church of Egypt 
and he contends that its use was limited to encratic sectarians. (See, e. g., Resch's 
Agra$ha, p. 317.) Since Harnack is backed by the undeniable statement of Clem- 
ent, it would be interesting to find that he was after all right. This, of course, 
would lead to a renewal of the discussion as to the encratic character of early 
Christianity. Harnack claims that the passage in the Gospel of the Egyptians 
which would make the coming of the Kingdom dependent on the disappearance of 
the contrast between the sexes (viz. , brav eorai rd Siio Iv, ml rb ll-a <if to loo, km to 
itpoev fiera rij; deteiac, olre apoev oirre i?i?Au) should not be interpreted in an encratic 
sense, while Resch bases mainly upon this passage his view that the Gospel of the 
Egyptians is a purely heretical work. k/>$\ 

Elements of the Science of Religion. Part I. Morphological. Being the Gif- 
ford Lectures Delivered Before the University of Edinburgh in 1896. By 
C. P. Tiele, Theol. D.; Litt. D. (Bonon.); Hon. M. R. A. S., etc., Professor 



